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REMARKS 

Claims 1- 26 are pending in the instant patent application. Claims 1-8, and 15-26 
have been amended. No new mater has been added in the claims. 

SUPPORT FOR CLAIM AMENDMENTS 

Applicants believe that support for the amendments to independent Claims 1, 8, 
15, and 22 may at least be found at page 10, lines 4-17. 

CLAIM OBJECTIONS 

Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: A typographical 
error occurred on line 16 of Claim 15. Applicants have amended Claim 15 and 
replaced "conjunction" with "conjunction." 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

35 U.S.C. 112 Rejections 

The Examiner alleged that Claims 1, 8, 15, and 22 failed to comply with the 
written description requirement under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Applicants 
has amended Claims 1, 8, 15, and 22 and cited support for the Claim 
amendments. Applicants respectfully assert that the amended Claims 1, 8, 15, 
and 22 overcome the Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112. 

35 U.S.C. 103 Rejections 

Claims 1, 5, 8, 12, 15, 19, 22, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Matthews Jr. et al. (US 6457125), hereinafter referred to 
as Matthews, in view of Fletcher et al. (US 6009274), hereinafter referred to as 
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Fletcher, and further in view of Richman et al. (US 5655148), hereinafter referred 
to as Richman. 

Claims 2-4, 9-11, 16-18, and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matthews, Fletcher, and Richman as applied to Claims 1, 8, 
15, and 22 respectively above, in view of Collins (US 5671355). 

Claims 6-7, 13-14, and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matthews, Fletcher, and Richman as applied to Claims 1, 8, 
and 15 respectively above. 

Applicants have reviewed the cited references, and respectfully submit that the 
embodiments of the present invention as recited in Claims 1-26 are neither 
anticipated nor rendered obvious by Matthews, Fletcher, Richman, and/or 
Collins, either alone or in combination. 

The Examiner is respectfully directed to independent Claim 1, which recites a 
method comprising: 

storing a first hardware configuration of a networked 
communications device having an associated checksum and an associated 
timestamp indicating when said first hardware configuration was received; 

receiving a second hardware configuration over a network, wherein 
said second hardware configuration is received into a memory of said networked 
communications device; 

performing a checksum operation on said second hardware 
configuration to verify a received copy of said second hardware configuration; 

creating a timestamp associated with said second hardware 
configuration to indicate when said second hardware configuration was received; 
and 

programming a programmable logic unit on said networked 
communications device according to said second hardware configuration, 
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wherein said programming occurs in conjunction with a boot process initiation if 
said second hardware configuration has a correct checksum and a more recent 
associated timestamp than said first hardware configuration, wherein said 
programmable logic unit is coupled with said network communications device via 
a removable card, and wherein said removable card is removably attached to 
said networked communications device. 

Currently amended claims 8, 15, and 22 recite similar limitations and were 
rejected with the same rationale. Claims 2-7 depend from currently amended 
independent Claim 1 and recite further limitations of the claimed invention. 
Claims 9-14 depend from currently amended independent Claim 8 and recite 
further limitations of the claimed invention. Claims 16-21 depend from currently 
amended independent Claim 15 and recite further limitations of the claimed 
invention. Claims 23-26 depend from currently amended independent Claim 22 
and recite further limitations of the claimed invention. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that Matthews does not teach or suggest, 
among other limitations, "programming a programmable logic unit on said 
networked communications device according to said second hardware 
configuration, wherein said programming occurs in conjunction with a boot 
process initiation if said second hardware configuration has a correct checksum 
and a more recent associated timestamp than said first hardware configuration, 
wherein said programmable logic unit is coupled with said network 
communications device via a removable card, and wherein said removable card 
is removably attached to said networked communications device. 
" (emphasis added) as recited in Applicants' currently amended independent 
Claim 1. 

The Examiner has stated that lines 42-67 of column 1 , Fig 3, and Figure 4 of 
Matthews teaches "wherein said programmable logic unit is coupled with said 
network communications device via a removable card, and wherein said 
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removable card is removably attached to said networked communications 
device." as recited in Claim 1. However, after a careful review of the cited 
portions of Matthews, Applicants are unable to even find mentions of a network 
communications device. In other words, in the cited portions of Matthews and 
also the Matthews reference as a whole is completely silent on the subject of 
network communications devices. Consequently, it fails to teach "wherein said 
programmable logic unit is coupled with said network communications device via 
a removable card, and wherein said removable card is removably attached to 
said networked communications device " (emphasis added) as recited in Claim 1. 

Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to produce further authority for 
relying on Matthews to teach "wherein said programmable logic unit is coupled 
with said network communications device via a removable card, and wherein 
said removable card is removably attached to said networked communications 
device." as recited in Claim 1. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that Fletcher does not cure the deficiencies of 
Mathews noted above with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of Claim 1 . 
Instead, Fletcher, like Matthews above, does not teach or suggest "wherein said 
programmable logic unit is coupled with said network communications device via 
a removable card, and wherein said removable card is removably attached to 
said networked communications device." as recited in Claim 1. Consequently, 
the combination of Matthews and Fletcher does not anticipate or render obvious 
the embodiments of the Applicants 1 invention as are recited in Claims 1,8,15, and 
22. 

Furthermore, the Applicants respectfully submit that Richman does not cure the 
deficiencies of Mathews noted above with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection 
of Claim 1. Instead, Richman, like Matthews above, does not teach or suggest 
"wherein said programmable logic unit is coupled with said network 
communications device via a removable card, and wherein said removable card 
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is removably attached to said networked communications device." as recited in 
Claim 1. Hence, the combination of Matthews and Richman does not anticipate 
or render obvious the embodiments of the Applicants 1 invention as are recited in 
Claims 1,8,15, and 22. 

Moreover, the Applicants respectfully submit that Collins does not cure the 
deficiencies of Mathews noted above with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection 
of Claim 1 . Instead, Collins, like Matthews above, does not teach or suggest 
"wherein said programmable logic unit is coupled with said network 
communications device via a removable card, and wherein said removable card 
is removably attached to said networked communications device." as recited in 
Claim 1 . As a result, the combination of Matthews and Collins does not 
anticipate or render obvious the embodiments of the Applicants' invention as are 
recited in Claims 1,8,15, and 22. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that neither Matthews, Fletcher, 
Richman, and/or Collins, either alone or in combination, anticipates or renders 
obvious the present claimed invention as recited in Claims 1, 8, 15, and 22, and 
as such, Claims 1,8, 15, and 22 overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 
and are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants also respectfully 
submit that the combination of Matthews, Fletcher, Richman, and/or Collins does 
not anticipate or render obvious the present claimed invention as is recited in 
Claims 2-7 dependent on Claim 1, Claims 9-14 dependent on Claim 8, Claims 16 
-21 dependent on Claim 15, and Claims 23 - 26 dependent on Claim 22, and as 
such Claims 2-7, 9- 14, 16 - 21 , and 23 -26 overcome the Examiner's basis for 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 through dependence on allowable base claims, and 
are therefore in condition for allowance. 
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SUMMARY 



In view of the foregoing remarks, the Applicant respectfully submits that the 
pending claims in the instant patent application are in condition for allowance. 
The Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the Application and 
allowance of the pending claims. 

If the Examiner determines the prompt allowance of these claims could be 
facilitated by a telephone conference, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
Applicants' designated representative at the below listed phone number. 




Respectfully submitted, 
WAGNER, MURABITO & HAO LLP 



Dated: October 24. 2006 



Jam ( es Hao 



Address: 



Registration No. 36,398 
Two North Market Street 



Third Floor 



Telephone: 



San Jose, California 951 13 
(408) 938-9060 Voice 
(408) 938-9069 Facsimile 
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